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Application No. 

09/776.387 



Examiner 



Ahmed N Sefer 



Applicant(s) 

PROTIGAL ET AL. 



Art Unit 



2826 



„ rt,e MAILING DATE of this co mmunication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address » 

Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH{S) FROM 

THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. . u * . r,.H 

E— sE^^^^ innoevent. however, mayareplybetimelyfiled 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 



1)D 

2a)D 
3)0 



Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

This action is FINAL. 2b)IEI This action is non-final. 

Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fo^al matters Pro|ecu«on as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1, 453 O.G. 213. 



Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1:10 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E1 Claim(s) 1^10 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claims are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

1 0) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

11) 0 The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)^ disapproved. 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

13) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 

aOAll b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 



3 □ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
14)0 Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e). 



Attachinent(s) 

rTi . ^ /n-rr, ao9^ 1 8) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). 

15) g Notice of References C,ted(PTO-892) 19 H Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

1 6) □ Notice of Draftsperson-s Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 1 9) LJ Nouce 

1 7) El Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 2. 20) U Other. . 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . Figures 2 and 3 should be designated by a legend such as --Prior Art (per 
commonly assigned and now abandoned serial number 07/774,121 filed on 
10/08/1991)- because only that which is old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). 

Double Patenting 

9 The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 

I iQPn fiAf^ (Fed Cir 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 Ubh-u '° ' v^^^/\ 
S ?n re V'Se/:422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970);and, In re Thonngton, 
418 F'.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timelv filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321 (c) may oe 

37 CFR 3.73(b). 

3. Claims 1-1 0 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness- 
type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-10 of U.S. Patent No. 
6,184,568. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably 
distinct from each other because the claims of instant application are simply a broader 
version of the claims of the patent. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to claim the invention in its broadest term possible version because it would 
maximize the patent protection. 



Application/Control Number: 09/776,387 P^S® ^ 

Art Unit: 2826 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 

applicant's disclosure. 

a. Tanabe et al. US Patent No. 4,780,846 teaches placing conductive lines of a 
memory device in a boarder are for optimizing chip are. 

b. Matsumoto Japanese reference 0073367 teaches the structure of an 

integrated chip capacitor. 

c. Clayton US Patent No. 4,656,605 discloses a single in-line memory module 

(SIMM). 

Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ahmed N Sefer whose telephone number is (703) 605- 
1227. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan J Flynn can be reached on (703) 308-6601. 
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Primary Examirtor 



